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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 
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2a)l3 This action is FINAL. 2b)n This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal nnatters, prosecution as to the nnerits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1 935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 21 3. 
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1 1) 0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

i> This action is in response to Applicant's remarks. Claims 1-22 are presented for 
further examination. 



2> This is a final rejection. 

Response to Arguments 

3> Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
Applicant is arguing in substance (a) the prior art references do not disclose a server that 
certificates a user, and (b) the prior art references do not disclose making annunciation to 
users of certain rules. 

In regards to (a), Applicant further assei'ts that Ball's RADIUS server is not 
analogous to a certificate server because the claimed certificate server is responsible for 
"billing the user for any web-based services utilized while the user is logged onto the 
internet". 

Contrary to Applicant's assertions, Ball's RADIUS server works with the 
"accounting processing" to bear the functionality of the claimed limitations [see previous 
action, page 4, paragraph 6]. Ball is concerned with all aspects of network management, 
including billing users; the RADIUS server works with the accounting process to record user 
activities which may be used to bill them for the services utilized [column i «lines 49-56» | 
column 3 «lines 55-65» | column 4 «lines 3-8]. 
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In regards to (b), Applicant further asserts that McCreeiy's notification of selected 
individuals is not equivalent to the annunciation functionality in the claims. In particular, 
Applicant argues that McCreery does not notify "users" of the network. With respect to 
Applicant's claim 8, a user is defined as a user of an application server. Nothing in 
Applicant's claims distinguish its users from the selected individuals who are notified when a 
certain rule is in an interval. By all respects, McCreeiy's selected individuals, even if they are 
managers or administrators, may still be considered "users" of the network. As there are no 
limitations that distinguish the "users" in Applicant's claims from the "individuals" in 
McCreery's system, the Office believes the interpretation of Applicant's claims are proper. 

Further^ Applicant questions whether the combination would be practical. Ball 
discloses monitoring packets, and generating status reports concerning packet and network 
conditions [column 28 «lines 4i-67»]. Moreover, Ball's invention is directed towards 
providing reports to customers from a variety of monitoring tools [column i «lines 35-37» | 
column 8 «lines 22-24>>]. Ball clearly contemplates utilizing a mechanism by which network 
activity may be reported to customers or users of the system. McCreeiy's teachings would 
increase the functionality of this mechanism by providing an alert functionality based on 
rules of the network. The combination therefore is reasonable based on the references' 
teachings. 

4> Based on the preceding remarks, the Office maintains the rejections set forth in the 
previous action, dated 8,16.2005. 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutoiy period, then the 
shortened statutoiy period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR i, 136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutoiy period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dohm Chankong whose telephone number is 571.272.3942. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday [7:00 AM to 5:00 PM]. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571.272.3913. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair'direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866'2I7- 
9197 (toll-free). 




